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better direction to find a better future
for our children and create a legacy of
which we can be proud. I believe we can
do that in material ways, getting there
further and faster than the underlying
bill envisions.

Our approach targets oil, petroleum,
not just gasoline. Gasoline is an impor-
tant subset of the challenge. But de-
pendency on oil and particularly im-
ported oil gets to the heart of the chal-
lenge facing our country. That is what
our amendment does. We propose an
additional reduction of 3.8 million bar-
rels per day, a further reduction in our
dependency of 15 percent, a material
step in improving our situation. Fi-
nally, we hold the administration ac-
countable, requiring the Office of Man-
agement and Budget to work with the
Departments of Energy and Transpor-
tation to come up with a specific plan,
not just a goal but a specific plan with
concrete steps to achieve that goal and
to revisit that plan, to evaluate its ef-
fectiveness every 3 years, to make sure
we do more than pass this amendment
or pass this legislation but, in fact, we
translate this legislation into concrete
results for the American people.

Let me conclude by saying this is a
good bill. It begins to take us in the
right direction. But now is the time to
do something more than just good
steps. Now is the time to take bold,
transforming steps to meet the chal-
lenges, particularly one of the defining
challenges of our time. Now is the time
to invest in American ingenuity, to
build an American future that is more
prosperous, more healthy, and more se-
cure. Now is the time to forge a legacy
that will enable our grandchildren one
distant day to say that we were both
good stewards of our Nation and, most
importantly, good stewards of their fu-
ture.

That is what this bill will accom-
plish. That is what this amendment
will accomplish. That is why I urge col-
leagues to vote in support of the
amendment.

I yield the floor and thank the Sen-
ator from New Mexico for his indul-
gence. He has been very kind.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, that
was an eloquent statement and I want
to acknowledge it. But I want to make
sure those who are worried about
America’s energy crisis know a mere
statement, whether it be verbal or
written down on a piece of paper, that
says we ought to achieve this doesn’t
achieve anything. Or we in the Senate
think our goal should to be save 3.5
million barrels of oil and then say how
proud we are that we are going to
achieve this great goal; that doesn’t do
anything. All you have is, if you have
a bunch of targets and goals and they
are high and they are big, you can say:
We are a better dreamer than the other
side, because we have these great
dreams about how much we should save
and what our target should be. But
think for a minute, what do they ac-
complish?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The truth is, the underlying bill, for
a change, saves on crude oil consump-
tion and gasoline, because we have
changed the CAFE standards perma-
nently. As anybody in here remembers,
every time we were talking about sav-
ing large quantities of gasoline, if we
could just change the CAFE standards.
Remember? Well, we changed them.
The biggest way to save on gasoline is
to change them. We changed them. We
don’t need a target in the bill that says
we should save on gasoline. Maybe you
should say by changing the CAFE
standards, but the President can’t
change the CAFE standards. Only we
can, and we did.

They have some auspicious goals,
some magnificent targets. They can
speak eloquently about what will be re-
quired to do them. But the point is,
they don’t save one single penny’s
worth of gasoline. They don’t achieve
10 cents’ worth of savings. They are
merely goals, things we wish to do. I
guarantee you that the bill they are at-
taching this amendment to for a
change will truly save by changing the
CAFE standards permanently. By
changing the standard for ethanol and
the second generation of ethanol, we
will save more on gasoline and then on
crude oil, which it comes from, than we
have ever done before. So we don’t need
an amendment to a terrific bill. The
bill is something we can be very proud
of. Three committees participated.
They did it bipartisanly.

Now we have bold and high words
about what the President should do be-
cause it says the President shall find
ways to achieve these goals. That is es-
sentially the plan: Mr. President, we
have these goals. Mr. President, you go
talk to OMB and you achieve them.

That is it. I do not believe anybody
thinks that will work. But I would say,
if it passes, I do not know what it does,
and I do not know what we would do
with it because I do not know how you
get any savings from that kind of pro-
posal.

But I kind of know where we are. A
lot of Senators and non-Senators got
together before we were here with this
bill and decided they would introduce a
bill that sounded good, that set high
goals, and they did. Then we come
along with a bill that actually does it,
and they want to amend it to get in on
the action, which I do not believe
would accomplish much.

I compliment the Senators for the
way they have worked, and in par-
ticular Senator BAYH, whom we do not
see very much, but I see him a lot, and
I am pleased always to see him. I say
to the Senator, I thank you for the way
you have responded.

I wish to say again, I don’t believe
with the bill we need your bill. With
the bill that is underlying, we do not
need another bill.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
has expired.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The question is
amendment No. 1508.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant journal clerk called the
roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. DODD),
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
JOHNSON), and the Senator from Illi-
nois (Mr. OBAMA) are necessarily ab-
sent.

Mr. LOTT. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Kansas (Mr. BROWNBACK), the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN),
and the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
MCcCAIN).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MENENDEZ). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 63,
nays 30, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 209 Leg.]

on agreeing to

YEAS—63
Akaka Feinstein Nelson (FL)
Alexander Graham Nelson (NE)
Baucus Grassley Pryor
Bayh Gregg Reed
Biden Harkin Reid
Bingaman Inouye Rockefeller
Boxer Kennedy Salazar
Brown Kerry Sanders
Byrd Klobuchar Schumer
Cantwell Kohl Sessions
Cardin Landrieu Smith
Carper Lautenberg Snowe
Casey Leahy Specter
Clinton Levin Stabenow
Coleman Lieberman Sununu
Collins Lincoln Tester
Conrad Lugar Thune
Dorgan McCaskill Voinovich
Durbin Menendez Webb
Ensign Mikulski Whitehouse
Feingold Murray Wyden

NAYS—30
Allard Crapo Kyl
Bennett DeMint Lott
Bond Dole Martinez
Bunning Domenici McConnell
Burr Enzi Murkowski
Chambliss Hagel Roberts
Cochran Hatch Shelby
Corker Hutchison Stevens
Cornyn Inhofe Vitter
Craig Isakson Warner

NOT VOTING—6

Brownback Dodd McCain
Coburn Johnson Obama

The amendment (No. 1508) was agreed
to.

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote.

Mr. DOMENICI. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico is recognized.

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, let
me propound a unanimous consent
agreement with regard to tomorrow
morning.

I ask unanimous consent that on
Wednesday, June 13, when the Senate
resumes consideration of H.R. 6, the
time between the end of morning busi-
ness and 11:45 a.m. be for debate with
respect to the Inhofe amendment No.



